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Reply: This relationship maybe said to be of the
nature of having the ability to give rise to ^artha buddhi'
(apprehension of meaning).

Objection : Is it of the nature of having the ability
to give rise to memory? Or is it something different ?

RepEy ; It is not something different since the words
can .of and do not give rise to anything different from
<smriti' in their 'padarthamsas'.

The relationship between the word and its meaning,
we have said, is capable of giving rise to smriti. Is this
ability given to a known relationship ? Or to an unknown
one ? When a thing is said to be capable of producing
something, this ability is apprehended only through the
product or the effect. Thus when there is memory, from
this we can apprehend the capability or power (samarthya)
of the word. Then to say that memory arises when this
ability is known, is arguing in a circle. We cannot argue
that memory arises from the ability of another memory?
since this leads to a regfess.  This ability cannot be attri-
buted even to an unknown relationship, for even the igno-
rant ones must then be able to understand the meanings of
the words as soon as they hear the wcrds. Thus in any way
it is difficult to explain "Smriti Janana Samarthya laksh-
ana" (nature of being able to give rise to memory). Memory
cannot arise purely from the 'smriti janana samarthya
sambandha'.

Further, there is another defect. When A and B are
similar to one another (sadrisyadi sambandha), the percep.
tion of the one will bring the other to memory. Here in